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The Origins and Destinations of Nebraska 
Lisa Darling/on & Mati Englalld 
Migrants to Nebraska tend to come from the Mid-
west region of the United States. Likewise, migrants from 
the state tend to move to other states in the region (Figure 
1). Six neighboring states combined to exert the greatest 
influence on both the inflow and outflow of Nebraska mi-
grants. At the same time, states offering natural amenities 
were magnets for Nebraskans on the move. 
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Data used in this report come from the Federal and 
State Cooperative Program for Population Estimates 
(FSCPE) for 1995. FSCPE used the number of exemptions 
listed on individual tax returns to estimate the migration 
flows. In order to ensure the confidentiality of individual 
returns, data were reported only for specific migration flows 
encompassing ten or more individual returns. Due to the 
nature of the data used, it is impossible to give exact 
numbers and locations of migration. However, the informa-
tion does provide a good approximation of the origins and 
destinations of Nebraska's migrants. 
Based on the number of exemptions reported, people 
moving to Nebraska (in migrants) outnumbered people mov-
ing out of Nebraska (outmigrants) by nearly 7 percent. Each 
group of movers comprised less than 2 percent of the total 
population base in the state. 
Migrants leaving the state of Nebraska (outmigrants) 
tended to stay within the Midwest Region of the U.S. The 
Midwest accounted for around 40 percent of Nebraska's 
outmigration in 1995 (Figure 2) . The West and South regions 
were the next most popular destinations for the state's 
outmigrants. These regions each accounted for about 20 
percent of outmigration. Migration to the Northeast region of 
the United States and to other countries was relatively small, 
with each accounting for only about 2 or 3 percent of 
outmigration. The remainderofNebraska'soutmigration could 
not be assigned to a specific region, although approximately 
10 percent did go to a region other than the Midwest 
Persons moving to Nebraska (inmigrants) followed 
nearly the same patterns as those leaving Nebraska. Roughly 
40 percent of inmigration came from the Midwest. Approxi-
mately 20 percent of inmigrants came from the West region, 
and 15 percent of inmigrants came from the South. The 
Northeast region accounted for a slightly greater percentage 
of in migration than itdid foroutmigration. Foreign inmigration 
also accounted for a greater share of inmigration than 
outmigration-about 4 percent as opposed to 2 percent. 
Proximity, large metropolitan areas, and natural 
amenities exert considerable influence on migration flows. 
This is evident in the state-to-state movements drawn from 
the FSCPE data. 
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There are three levels of specificity in the data 
on migration. First. individual county·to-county 
flows are identified, assuming that the appro-
priate number of returns were available. For 
example, the flows between Douglas County 
andMaricopaCounty,Arizonacouldbetraced. 
Iffewer than ten returns could be traced from 
one specific county to another, then the move-
ment was reported as being to or from one of 
four regions In the U.S.-Northeast. South, 
Midwest. and West. Again, tf there were fewer 
than ten returns for a region, migration was 
classified as to or from a different reglon. as 
samestate migration, oras same region migra-
tion. Finally, if there were fewer than ten total 
migrant returns from a single county, the data 
were added tothe datafromanotherneighbor· 
Ing county and flows to and from the grouped 
counties were reported. 
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Six neighboring states-Colo· 
rado, Iowa, South Dakota, Kansas, 
Missouri, and Wyoming-absorbed 
about 18 percent of Nebraska's total 
outmigrants. Nearly 15 percent of total 
inmigrants originated from these six 
states. 
The single state exerting the 
greatest influence on both inmigration 
and outmigration for Nebraska was Iowa 
(Figures 3 and 4). About 8 percent of 
total inmigrants came from Iowa and 
roughly 9 percent of outmigrants moved 
to Iowa. This is not surprising given that 
two of the three metro areas within 
Nebraska have sister cities across the 
Iowa border. Iowa accounted for over 
50 percent of Dakota County's (Sioux 
City metro area) total in· and 
outmigration. Woodbury County, Iowa 
accounted forthe largest share of these 
movements. PottawattamieCounty, the 
location of Council Bluffs, was respon-
sible for 5 to 7 percent of Douglas 
County's (Omaha metro area) total 
inmigration and outmigration, respec-
tively. 
Colorado was the second most 
popular state destination for Nebraska 
migrants. The Rocky Mountain State 
accounted forroughly4 percent of total 
outmigration. Two·thirds of those 
outmig rants moved to the Denver/Bou 1-
der/G reeley MSA As the largest 
metropolitan community near western 
Nebraska, it is not surprising that the 
Denver area draws a number of Ne· 
braska residents. Additionally, because 
Colorado has tremendous natural 
amenities and recreational opportuni· 
ties, it is a magnet for migrants. In fact, 
of the top ten destination states for 
Nebraska migrants, five-Colorado, 
Texas, Arizona, Catifomiaand Florida---
are hometo multiple large metropolitan 
areas and natural amenities such as 
oceans, mountains, and temperate eli· 
mates. Combined, these five states 
accounted for about 12 percent of 
Nebraska's total outmigration. 
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Migration within the state (internal migration) was 
also recorded by FSCPE. More than 70,000 persons, roughly 
4.5 percent of the state's population base, moved within the 
state in 1995. Since the data only assign migration to a 
specific county if more than ten returns from 
a county of origin could be tracked to a 
destination county, a substantial portion of 
Nebraska's internal migration could not be 
traced to specific counties. 
Table 1 shows the geographic dis-
tribution of outmigration and in migration 
associated with seven Nebraska cou nties. A 
substantial proportion of migrants out of the 
seven counties remained in the state of 
Nebraska, ranging from 36 percentfor Dou-
giasCountyto61 percentforBuffalo County. 
Of those remaining in the state, migrants from Lincoln, 
Buffalo, and Hall Counties most often moved to Lancaster 
and Douglas Counties. Douglas and Sarpy Counties seemed 
Table 1 
to have swapped migrants. Scotts Bluff County residents 
moved most often to Morrill County. 
Out-of-state migrants from Buffalo, Douglas, Hall, 
and Lancaster Counties most often moved to states in the 
Midwest region. Lincoln and Scotts 
Bluff County outmigrants most 
commonly headed to the West re-
gion. Interestingly, the largest 
portion of Sarpy Cou nty out-of-state 
migrants moved to the South re-
gion. This may in some way be 
related to movements of military 
personnel. 
Migrants from within the 
state of Nebraska accounted for 
the largest share of inmigrants to 
five ofthe seven counties profiled. In Douglas and Scotts Bluff 
Counties, however, inmigrants most commonly hailed from 
the West region of the U.S, rather than from inside the state 
Outmigration and I"migration Patterns, Selected Counties, 1995 
Outmigration From 
Nebraska County 
Receiving 
Total Most Migrants 
Buffalo 6% 20% 12% 61% 100% Douglas/Lancaster 
Douglas 3% 16% 30% 15% 36% 100% Sarpy 
Hall 2% 10% 18% 14% 56% 100% Lancaster 
Lancaster 3% 13% 25% 15% 44% 100% Douglas 
Lincoln 2% 8% 14% 24% 52% 100% Lancaster 
Sarpy 2% 21% 17% 11% 49% 100% Douglas 
Scotts Bluff 2% 9% 17% 22% 50% 100% Morrill 
Inmigration To 
Percent Mi ration From 
Nebraska County 
Sending 
Total Most Migrants 
Buffalo 2% 6% 15% 12% 65% 100% Dawson 
Douglas 3% 14% 27% 30% 26% 100% Sarpy 
Hall 2% 9% 14% 20% 55% 100% Merrick 
Lancaster 4% 10% 22% 12% 52% 100% Saunders 
Lincoln 2% 10% 20% 23% 45% 100% Lancaster 
Sarpy 4% 17% 18% 15% 46% 100% Douglas 
Scotts Bluff 1% 9% 13% 39% 38% 100% Morrill 
*Excluding Nebraska 
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of Nebraska. In the case of Douglas County this is a some-
what surprising finding . 
Instate migrants to the seven counties most often 
moved from adjacent counties. Forexample, BuffaloCounty 
received instate migrants most often from Dawson County; 
Hall County drew most from Merrick County. The exception 
to this pattern was Lincoln County, which drew the largest 
proportion of instate migrants from Lancaster County. 
Nebraska's population was less mobile than other 
areas of the country. The proportion of Nebraska's popula-
tion that moved in 1995 (inmigrants, outmigrants, and internal 
migrants)was roughly8 percent. The number of movers in the 
entire Midwest region was equivalent to 14 percent of the 
region's population. Mobility in the Northeast, South, and West 
regions equaled 11 , 17 , and 20 percent of population in those 
regions, respectively. 
Wh ile the orig ins and destinations of a portion of 
Nebraska migrants cannot be traced to specific locations, a 
general picture emerges of state-ta-state flows occurring most 
often between Nebraska and neighboring states, and flows 
within the state occurring most commonly between neighbor-
ing counties. 
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more than half of total taxable sales, sizable portions of taxable sales are generated by service establishments, electric and 
gas utilities, wholesalers, telephone and cable companies, and manufacturers. 
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11 .500 
O(fObtf J 998 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
D 1996 • 1997 • 1998 
SoltbWest Plnllindle 
31 ,000 
30,000 
29,000 
28,000 
27,000 
J F M A M J J A SO N 0 
WestCe.1lI1 
27,000 
26,000 
25,000 
24,000 
23,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
EatCeltrl1 
18,000 
17,000 
16,000 
15,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
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, 
Regional Emplovmem-1996 to August· 1998 
Southelsl Cealnl 
120.000 
115,000 
t 10,000 
105.000 
100,000 
JF M A M JJASONO 
Southelsl 
85,000 
80,000 
75,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
ImlhlMsa 
350,000 
340,000 
330,000 
320,000 
310,000 
300,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
·Most recent data available. 
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1997 • 1998 
.ortllelsl 
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105,000 
100,000 
95,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
Slo •• CIlJ Msa 
11 ,000 
10,500 
10,000 
9,500 
9,000 
8,500 
8,000 
J F M A M J J A SON 0 
UleDI. Msa 
145,000 
140,000 
135,000 
130,000 
125,000 
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10 
June 1998 Regional Retail Sales [$000) 
Percent Change from Year Ago 
1 
19,682 
7.8 
liliiii CIRII 
19,350 
4.6 
EnICtn11 4~O~2 I WISlClllrll I ~7 '276 
L_=--_J_ I 4~~6 I l!!.L. __ ,;::.8:'-'_1-.. 
SHIIHiIll CHlnI 
Stlllrllll" II 1 .~78387 II 
'Regional values may nol add 10 slale total due to unallocated sales 
Emplovment bV Industrv 
Revised Preliminary 
July 
1998 
Nonfarm Emp. (W&S) 875,376 
Construction & Mining 45,091 
Manufacturing 119,535 
Durables 62,025 
Nondurables 57,510 
TeU" 55981 
Trade 213,593 
Wholesale 156,058 
Retail 57,535 
FIRP'" 57,966 
Services 237,827 
Government 145,383 
labor Force 949,764 
Unemployment Rate 2.4 
• Most recent data available 
•• Transportation, Communication, and Utilities 
~ Finance, Insulance, and Real Estate 
S<ut:e" NlCfNb OepetIrnInIof lAbor 
OclrWtr 1998 
August' 
1998 
872,571 
45,468 
119,719 
62,014 
57,705 
56,105 
213,704 
156,391 
57,313 
57 ,825 
236,254 
143,496 
937 ,036 
2.1 
% Change Q) 
.... 
vs Yr. I'll Ag<> 0::: 
c:: 1.9 0 5.1 :;:; 2.7 I'll 4.2 ;;: 1.1 c:: 4.4 
-1.3 
0.7 U 3.0 5.2 
2.2 
·1.4 
2.6 
Sioux City lsa 
1IIrIII111I <J {:: "0;:°, I 
138,725 
1.8 
SIIIIIIIII 
Price Indices 
Imlhllsa 
657,450 
6.9 
UOCllo lsa 
238,283 
6.6 
Consumer Price Indel( • U' 
(1982-84 = 100) 
% Change YTD% 
August vs Change 
1998 Yr. Ago vs Yr. Ago 
Ali ltems 163.4 1.6 1.5 
Commodities 141 .7 0 .2 0 .0 
Service 185.3 2.8 2.7 
'U " All urban consumers 
$cum: u.s a.,-.. of L..tIof SIMl8IICI 
BNJinm in Nrbra.Jkn (B fN) 
COIIII!} of tbt Month 
Haves 
Haves Cenler-CoDnlY Seal 
License plate prefix number: 79 
Size of county : 714 square miles, ranks 37th 
in the state 
Population: 1,058 in 1997, achangeof-11 .1 percent from 1990 
Per capita personal Income: $26,233 in 1996, ranks 4th in the state 
Net taxable retail sales ($000): $2,554 in 1997, a change of 5.S percent from 1996; $436 from 
January through June of 1998, a change of-18.8 percent from the same period the previous year. 
Number of covered business and service worksites l : 34 in 1997 
Unemployment rate: 3.5 percent in Hayes County, 2.6 percent in Nebraska for 1997 
Agriculture: 
Nonfarm employment(1997): 
Construction and Mining 
Manufacturing 
TCU 
Wholesale Trade 
Retail Trade 
FIRE 
Services 
Government 
Number offarms: 273 in 1992, 317 in 1987 
Averagefann size: 1,472 acres in 1992 
... 
I11III Clab 
827,935 125 
(percent of total) 
4.8 0.0 
14.2 0.0 
5.2 6.4 
6.6 0.0 
19.2 12.0 
6.4 7.2 
26.2 0.0 
17.5 74.4 
Market value offann products sold: $78.5 million in 1992 ($287,430 average per farm) 
'Covered wolksites and employment refer 10 business adivity covered under the Nebraska Employment Security Law. 
Information presented has been extracted from the Employer's Quarterty Contribution Report, Nebraska Form UI-11 . For 
ftJrlher details about covered wolksites and employment, see the Nebraska Employers Guide to Unemployment Insurance. 
s.....:.. u.s a..-dlhec.-. u.s .,.....dEQlI'IOIric~_O'C--oIt.mor. _o.oer-oIR--... 
BJlJinm in Ntbrasu (B IN) 
MlaraOon Factolds 
Accord ing to the U.S. Bureau of the Census, between March 
1996 and March 1997 16 percent of Americans moved. 
Moving rates declined as age increased: 
• Age 20-29-31 .8% 
• Age 30-34-21.3% 
• Age 45-54-9.4% 
• Age 55.64-7.6% 
• Age 65 and over~. 7% 
Renters were more likely to move than homeowners: 
• Renters-39% 
• Home owners-6.2% 
~ Suburbs gained population, while major cities lost people. 
• Cities lost -3 million 
• Suburbs gained-2.8 million 
Un iversity or N~braska· L i nco l n-Dr. James C. Moe$~r , Chanullor 
Colleg~ or BU5in~u Administration -Cymhia H. Mill igan, Dtan 
Bureau of Business Research IBBR) 
J :::~~ specializes in ... 
.... economic impact assessment 
..... demographic and economic projections 
.... survey design 
.. compilation and analysis of data 
..... public access to information via NU ONRAMP 
FOf mote Inbmation on how BBR can II!Sist you or )'CIJI" orprmtion. con!ad: us (402) 472·2334 ; send 8·mailto: Ilamphear1fi!lInl.edll; or use ltIe 
World Wide Web: www.bbr.unT.edu 
Or/obtr 1998 
Migration data are 
available on the U.S. 
Census Bureau website: 
www.census.gov 
Click 
Subjects A to Z 
Click 
M 
Click 
Reminder! 
Visit BBR's home page for 
access to NUONRAMP 
and much more! 
www.bbr.unl.edu 
Coming soon! 
~\ ~\~e 
P' NU ONRAMP on 
the web! 
Watch this space for 
details! 
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